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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C § 1 33). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/25/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues that Abelow does not teach notifying one or more translation 
services to translate study elements to the multi-region market research study 
expressed in an original language into one or more target languages (Amendment, 
pages 2, 4, 7, 10). 

The examiner disagrees, Abelow teaches switching the development interactions 
to another language, and once that selection is made the new language chosen is set 
as a permanent flag. This language flag enables properly translated and culturally 
appropriate customer design instruments (page 50, lines 1 -4). Switching development 
interactions from one language to another, and enabling proper translation, wherein the 
development interactions is interpreted as an iterative on-line survey, implies notifying 
one or more translation services to translate study elements to the multi-region market 
research study expressed in an original language into one or more languages, since the 
development interactions responses to questions in the market on-line survey to users 
in different countries or regions in the world. 

3. Applicant argues that Abelow neither taught nor suggested providing on-line 
status monitoring for the translation (Amendment, pages 3, 6, 12) 
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However, the examiner notes that earlier examiner did not assert that Abelow 
teaches or suggests that limitation. Instead, the earlier examiner argued that it is 
obvious to implement the on-line status monitoring of translations in order to ensure 
accurate market survey results. 

4. Applicant argues that Abelow does not teach providing on-line specification for 
panelists of the study (Amendment, pages 4, 9) 

The examiner disagrees, Abelow teaches that after all the subjects have been 
run, software can report various compilations of the data set, and provide various 
analysis of an individual subject, a sub -set of subjects or entire group (page 3, lines 14 
- 17). By reporting various compilations of the data set, and providing various analysis 
of the entire group of the subjects, Abelow suggests providing on-line specification for 
panelists (subjects) of the study, since analyzing the entire group implies considering 
the number of subjects participating in that survey. 

5. Applicant argues that Abelow does not teach providing on-line check in for 
translated study elements of the multiregion market research study translated from an 
original language into one or more target languages (Amendment, pages 6, 1 1) 

The examiner disagrees, Abelow teaches switching the development interactions 
to another language, and once that selection is made the new language chosen is set 
as a permanent flag. This language flag enables properly translated and culturally 
appropriate customer design instruments to be run (page 50, lines 1 - 6). By enabling 
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proper translation and culturally appropriate customer design instruments, Abelow 
suggests providing on-line check in for translated study elements of the multiregion 
market research study translated from an original language into one or more target 
languages, because even though the development interactions is used by users in 
different countries or regions, the translation is properly done and culturally appropriate. 

6. Applicant argues that Abelow does not teach providing in real time a cost 
estimate for the multi region market research based at least in part of the regions the 
study is to be conducted, including translation cost if any to enable the study to be 
conducted in the selected regions (Amendment, pages 13, and 14). 

However, the examiner notes that earlier examiner did not assert that Abelow 
teaches or suggests that limitation. Instead, the examiner argued that it is obvious to 
provide a real time cost estimate for a market research survey. By providing a real time 
cost estimate, cost of each service and total cost of all services in the development 
interactions on-line survey can be estimated, so that companies can justify expense of 
the market research. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claiml - 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abelow (WO 94/03865). 

As per claim 1 , Abelow teaches a method for creating a multi-region market 
research study, the method comprising (Abelow; Abstract, pages 1 - 3,& 15-17) 

providing on-line definition of the multi-region market research study including 
providing for on-line selection or one or more regions to conduct the study (Abelow, 
pages 2 - 7, 42 - 43, and 93 - 95); 

notifying one or more translation services to translate study elements of the multi- 
region market research expressed in an original language into one or more target 
languages (Abelow, pages 49 - 50; and fig. 10A-10B); 

Abelow does not disclose providing of on-line status monitoring for the 
translations. However, since Abelow is clearly directed to facilitate proper and culturally 
appropriate translations (Abelow, pages 49 - 50; and fig. 10A-10B), one having 
ordinary skill in the art would have found it is obvious to implement the on-line status 
monitoring of translations within the Abelow system, with the motivation of ensuring 
accurate market survey results by verifying that the best translation are provided when 
other languages are selected (Abelow, pages 3,and 93 - 95). 

As per claims 2, 4 - 7, note pages 3, 35- 40, 93 - 50 and 102 of Abelow, wherein 
Abelow teaches: 

selecting regions in which to conduct market studies on-line (pages 35 -44); 
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notifying of the one or more translation services are automatically performed in 
response to the definition of the study (pages 49 - 50); 

wherein said providing of on-line check in for translated study elements, study 
questions, study pick lists, and study concepts (Abelow; on-line selection, maintenance, 
storage, and tracking of customer design instruments (CDI); 

on-line selection of translations and display a summary report (pages 49 - 50). 

As per claim 3, Abelow teaches the claimed invention but does not explicitly 
teach the step of providing of real time cost estimate. However, it is respectfully 
submitted that it is well known that companies expend and invest considerable money 
to research consumer feedback on the products and services generated by the 
company (Abelow, pages 2 - 3). As such, the skilled artisan would have found it is 
obvious to provide real time cost estimates for a market research survey, with the 
motivation of providing time and dollar savings for such an undertaking (Abelow; page 
48). 

Claims 8- 21 , and 43- 47 recites the various limitations of claims 1 - 7 in different 
combinations, and are therefore obvious for the same reasons given above fro claims 1- 
7. 

Apparatus claims 22- 42, and 48 -52 recite the features of method of claims 1 - 
21 , and 43 - 47 as a series of functions stored on a storage medium coupled to one or 
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more processor. Since Abelow clearly teaches the underlying process steps, it is 
readily apparent that Abelow disclose the apparatus elements required to perform such 
steps, especially since the Abelow system is embodied as a network of programmed 
computers having specific software (Abelow, pages 90 - 95). 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonard Saint-Cyr whose telephone number is (571) 
272- 4247. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571) 272-7602. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Leonard Saint-Cyr 





